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and similar acts when we are awake, if performed without the mind
attending to them. When a man in falling thrusts out his hand to
save his head he does that without his reason counselling him so to
act, but merely because the sight of the impending fall penetrating
to his brain, drives the animal spirits into the nerves in the manner
necessary for this motion, and for producing it without the mind's
desiring it, and as though it were the working of a machine. Now,
when we experience this as a fact in ourselves, why should we marvel
so greatly if the light reflected from the body of a wolf into the eyes
of a sheep1 should be equally capable of exciting in it the motion
of flight ?

But if we wish by reasoning to determine whether any of the
motions of brutes are similar to those which we accomplish with the
aid of the mind, or whether they resemble those that depend alone
upon the influxm of the animal spirits and the disposition of the
organs, we must pay heed to the differences that prevail between
the two classes : viz. those differences explained in the fifth part of
the Discourse on Method, for I have been able to discover no others.
Then it will be seen that all the actions of brutes resemble only
those of ours that occur without the aid of the mind. Whence we
are driven to conclude that we can recognize no principle of motion
in them beyond the disposition of their organs and the continual
discharge2 of the animal spirits that are produced by the beat of
the heart as it rarefies the blood. At the same time we shall
perceive that we have had no cause for ascribing anything more
to them, beyond that, not distinguishing these two principles of
. motion, when previously we have noted that the principle depending
solely on the animal spirits and organs exists in ourselves and in
the brutes alike, we have inadvisedly believed that the other prin-
ciple, that consisting wholly of mind and thought, also existed in
them. And it is true that a persuasion held from our earliest
years, though afterwards shown by argument to be false, is not easily
and only by long and frequent attention to these arguments expelled
from our belief3.

Reply to the second part, concerning God.
Up to this point I have attempted to refute M. Arnauld's argu-
ments and to withstand his attack; for the rest, as they are wont
who combat with a stronger antagonist, I shall not oppose myself
directly to his onslaught, but rather avoid the blow.
1 Of. p. 85, sub fin.                       2 affluxus.

3 The F. Y. paraphrases this last sentence at considerable length.